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restricted obligation poundage
multiplied by the applicable bonding
rate. The cost of such bond or bonds
shall be borne by the handler filing
same.

(c) Bonding rate. Said bonding rate
shall be an amount per pound as
established by the Board. Such bonding
rate shall be based on the estimated
value of restricted credits for the current
marketing year. Until bonding rates for
a marketing year are fixed, the rates in
effect for the preceding marketing year
shall continue in effect. The Board
should make any necessary adjustments
once such new rates are fixed.

(d) Restricted credit purchases. Any
sums collected through default of a
handler on the handler’s bond shall be
used by the Board to purchase restricted
credits from handlers, who have such
restricted credits in excess of their
needs, and are willing to part with
them. The Board shall at all times
purchase the lowest priced restricted
credits offered, and the purchases shall
be made from the various handlers as
nearly as practicable in proportion to
the quantity of their respective offerings
of the restricted credits to be purchased.

(e) Unexpended sums. Any
unexpended sums which have been
collected by the Board through default
of a handler on the handler’s bond,
remaining in the possession of the
Board at the end of a marketing year,
shall be used to reimburse the Board for
its expenses, including administrative
and other costs incurred in the
collection of such sums, and in the
purchase of restricted credits as
provided in paragraph (d) of this
section.

(f) Transfer of restricted credit
purchases. Restricted credits purchased
as provided for in this section shall be
turned over to those handlers who have
defaulted on their bonds for liquidation
of their restricted obligation. The
quantity delivered to each handler shall
be that quantity represented by sums
collected through default.
* * * * *

15. In § 982.57, paragraph (b) is
revised to read as follows:

§ 982.57 Exemptions.
* * * * *

(b) Sales by growers direct to
consumers. Any hazelnut grower may
sell hazelnuts of such grower’s own
production free of the regulatory and
assessment provisions of this part if
such grower sells such hazelnuts in the
area of production directly to end users
at such grower’s ranch or orchard or at
roadside stands and farmers’ markets.
The Board, with the approval of the
Secretary, may establish such rules,

regulations, and safeguards and require
such reports, certifications, and other
conditions, as are necessary to ensure
that such hazelnuts are disposed of only
as authorized. Mail order sales are not
exempt sales under this part.

16. Section 982.58 is amended by
revising the last sentence of paragraph
(a) to read as follows:

§ 982.58 Research, promotion, and market
development.

(a) * * * The expenses of such
projects shall be paid from funds
collected pursuant to § 982.61, § 982.63,
or credited pursuant to paragraph (b) of
this section.
* * * * *

17. Section 982.61 is amended by
designating the current text as
paragraph (a) and by adding a new
paragraph (b) to read as follows:

§ 982.61 Assessments.

(a) * * *
(b) In order to provide funds for the

administration of the provisions of this
part during the first part of a fiscal
period before sufficient operating
income is available from assessments on
the current year’s shipments, the Board
may accept the payment of assessments
in advance, and may also borrow money
for such purpose. Further, payment
discounts may be authorized by the
Board upon the approval of the
Secretary to handlers making such
advance assessment payments.

18. A new § 982.63 is added to read
as follows:

§ 982.63 Contributions.

The Board may accept voluntary
contributions but these shall only be
used to pay expenses incurred pursuant
to § 982.58. Furthermore, such
contributions shall be free from any
encumbrances by the donor and the
Board shall retain complete control of
their use.

[FR Doc. 95–26788 Filed 10–30–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 3410–02–P

NUCLEAR REGULATORY
COMMISSION

10 CFR Part 73

Meeting Regarding Access
Authorization Program Issues

AGENCY: Nuclear Regulatory
Commission.
ACTION: Notice of open meeting.

SUMMARY: The Nuclear Regulatory
Commission (NRC) will conduct an
open meeting to discuss access

authorization program issues with
representatives of the Nuclear Energy
Institute (NEI). The NEI requested the
meeting to discuss program issues
related to licensee implementation of 10
CFR 73.56, ‘‘Personnel access
authorization requirements for nuclear
power plants,’’ and 10 CFR 73.57,
‘‘Requirements for criminal history
checks of individuals granted
unescorted access to a nuclear power
facility or access to Safeguards
Information by power reactor
licensees.’’ A summary of the meeting
will be prepared and will be available
upon request.
DATES: The meeting will be held at
10:00 a.m. on November 8, 1995, at NRC
Headquarters.
ADDRESSES: One White Flint North,
Room 1 F–5, 11555 Rockville Pike,
Rockville, Maryland.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Nancy E. Ervin, United States Nuclear
Regulatory Commission, Office of
Nuclear Reactor Regulation,
Washington, DC 20555–0001,
Telephone (301) 415–2946.

Dated at Rockville, Maryland, this 24th day
of October, 1995.

For the Nuclear Regulatory Commission.
Loren L. Bush, Jr.,
Senior Program Manager, Safeguards Branch,
Division of Reactor Program Management,
Office of Nuclear Reactor Regulation.
[FR Doc. 95–26938 Filed 10–30–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 7590–01–P

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Federal Aviation Administration

14 CFR Part 39

[Docket No. 95–ANE–45]

Airworthiness Directives; Pratt &
Whitney JT3D Series Turbofan Engines

AGENCY: Federal Aviation
Administration, DOT.
ACTION: Notice of proposed rulemaking
(NPRM).

SUMMARY: This document proposes the
adoption of a new airworthiness
directive (AD) that is applicable to Pratt
& Whitney (PW) JT3D series turbofan
engines. This proposal would require
inspection of steel high pressure
compressor (HPC) disks for corrosion,
recoating or replating those disks, or
replacing those disks as necessary. This
proposal is prompted by reports of a
failure of a PW JT8D steel HPC disk,
which is similar in design to the PW
JT3D steel HPC disks. The actions
specified by the proposed AD are
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intended to prevent steel HPC disk
failure due to corrosion, which could
result in an uncontained engine failure
and damage to the aircraft.
DATES: Comments must be received by
January 2, 1996.
ADDRESSES: Submit comments in
triplicate to the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA), New England
Region, Office of the Assistant Chief
Counsel, Attention: Rules Docket No.
95–ANE–45, 12 New England Executive
Park, Burlington, MA 01803–5299.
Comments may be inspected at this
location between 8:00 a.m. and 4:30
p.m., Monday through Friday, except
Federal holidays.

The service information referenced in
the proposed rule may be obtained from
Pratt & Whitney, 400 Main St., East
Hartford, CT 06108. This information
may be examined at the FAA, New
England Region, Office of the Assistant
Chief Counsel, 12 New England
Executive Park, Burlington, MA.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
Barbara Caufield, Aerospace Engineer,
Engine Certification Office, FAA, Engine
and Propeller Directorate, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803–5299; telephone (617) 238–7146,
fax (617) 238–7199.

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

Comments Invited
Interested persons are invited to

participate in the making of the
proposed rule by submitting such
written data, views, or arguments as
they may desire. Communications
should identify the Rules Docket
number and be submitted in triplicate to
the address specified above. All
communications received on or before
the closing date for comments, specified
above, will be considered before taking
action on the proposed rule. The
proposals contained in this notice may
be changed in light of the comments
received.

Comments are specifically invited on
the overall regulatory, economic,
environmental, and energy aspects of
the proposed rule. All comments
submitted will be available, both before
and after the closing date for comments,
in the Rules Docket for examination by
interested persons. A report
summarizing each FAA-public contact
concerned with the substance of this
proposal will be filed in the Rules
Docket.

Commenters wishing the FAA to
acknowledge receipt of their comments
submitted in response to this notice
must submit a self-addressed, stamped
postcard on which the following
statement is made: ‘‘Comments to

Docket Number 95–ANE–45.’’ The
postcard will be date stamped and
returned to the commenter.

Availability of NPRMs
Any person may obtain a copy of this

NPRM by submitting a request to the
FAA, New England Region, Office of the
Assistant Chief Counsel, Attention:
Rules Docket No. 95–ANE–45, 12 New
England Executive Park, Burlington, MA
01803–5299.

Discussion
The Federal Aviation Administration

(FAA) has received a report of an
uncontained failure of a Pratt & Whitney
(PW) JT8D steel high pressure
compressor (HPC) disk due to corrosion.
Investigation revealed that fatigue can
originate from a corrosion pit and
progress to disk failure. Corrosion is
more apt to occur if the steel HPC disk
is not recoated or replated during its life
span and retains the original production
protective coating or plating. This
proposed rule, applicable to PW JT3D
series turbofan engines, is prompted by
the similarity between the PW JT8D and
JT3D disk design. This condition, if not
corrected, could result in steel HPC disk
failure due to corrosion, which could
result in an uncontained engine failure
and damage to the aircraft.

The FAA has reviewed and approved
the technical contents of PW Alert
Service Bulletin (ASB) No. A6208,
Revision 2, dated July 7, 1995, that
describes procedures for inspection of
steel HPC disks, stages 10–15, for
corrosion, recoating or replating those
disks, or replacing those disks as
necessary.

Since an unsafe condition has been
identified that is likely to exist or
develop on other products of this same
type design, the proposed AD would
require inspection of steel HPC disks,
stages 10–15, for corrosion, recoating or
replating those disks, or replacing those
disks as necessary. Disks have different
initial inspection threshholds and
repetitive inspection intervals based on
the type of coating or plating and the
calendar time since new or since last
recoating or replating. Pratt & Whitney
conducted analytical studies of operator
experience. Over 150 PW JT3D and
JT8D HPC disks were analyzed for
corrosion pit depth, and were correlated
with disk history, utilization rates, and
coating or plating replacement. The
actions would be required to be
accomplished in accordance with the
ASB described previously.

There are approximately 2,000
engines of the affected design in the
worldwide fleet. The FAA estimates that
1,000 engines installed on aircraft of

U.S. registry would be affected by this
proposed AD, that it would take
approximately 16 work hours per engine
to accomplish the proposed actions, and
that the average labor rate is $60 per
work hour. Required parts would cost
approximately $75,000 per engine.
Based on these figures, the total cost
impact of the proposed AD on U.S.
operators is estimated to be $75,960,000
over a 13-year period.

The regulations proposed herein
would not have substantial direct effects
on the States, on the relationship
between the national government and
the States, or on the distribution of
power and responsibilities among the
various levels of government. Therefore,
in accordance with Executive Order
12612, it is determined that this
proposal would not have sufficient
federalism implications to warrant the
preparation of a Federalism Assessment.

For the reasons discussed above, I
certify that this proposed regulation (1)
is not a ‘‘significant regulatory action’’
under Executive Order 12866; (2) is not
a ‘‘significant rule’’ under the DOT
Regulatory Policies and Procedures (44
FR 11034, February 26, 1979); and (3) if
promulgated, will not have a significant
economic impact, positive or negative,
on a substantial number of small entities
under the criteria of the Regulatory
Flexibility Act. A copy of the draft
regulatory evaluation prepared for this
action is contained in the Rules Docket.
A copy of it may be obtained by
contacting the Rules Docket at the
location provided under the caption
ADDRESSES.

List of Subjects in 14 CFR Part 39
Air transportation, Aircraft, Aviation

safety, Safety.

The Proposed Amendment
Accordingly, pursuant to the

authority delegated to me by the
Administrator, the Federal Aviation
Administration proposes to amend part
39 of the Federal Aviation Regulations
(14 CFR part 39) as follows:

PART 39—AIRWORTHINESS
DIRECTIVES

1. The authority citation for part 39
continues to read as follows:

Authority: 49 USC 106(g), 40101, 40113,
44701.

§ 39.13 [Amended]
2. Section 39.13 is amended by

adding the following new airworthiness
directive:
Pratt & Whitney: Docket No. 95–ANE–45.

Applicability: Pratt & Whitney (PW)
Models JT3D–1, –1A, –3, –3B, –3C, –1–MC6,
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–1A–MC6, –1–MC7, –1A–MC7, –7, –7A
turbofan engines, installed on but not limited
to Boeing 707 and 720 series aircraft and
McDonnell Douglas DC–8 series aircraft.

Note: This airworthiness directive (AD)
applies to each engine identified in the
preceding applicability provision, regardless
of whether it has been modified, altered, or
repaired in the area subject to the
requirements of this AD. For engines that
have been modified, altered, or repaired so
that the performance of the requirements of
this AD is affected, the owner/operator must
use the authority provided in paragraph (b)
to request approval from the Federal Aviation
Administration (FAA). This approval may
address either no action, if the current
configuration eliminates the unsafe
condition, or different actions necessary to
address the unsafe condition described in
this AD. Such a request should include an
assessment of the effect of the changed
configuration on the unsafe condition
addressed by this AD. In no case does the
presence of any modification, alteration, or
repair remove any engine from the
applicability of this AD.

Compliance: Required as indicated, unless
accomplished previously.

To prevent steel high pressure compressor
(HPC) disk failure due to corrosion, which
could result in an uncontained engine failure
and damage to the aircraft, accomplish the
following:

(a) Inspect steel HPC disks, stages 10–15,
for corrosion, recoat or replate, or replace as
necessary, in accordance with PW Alert
Service Bulletin (ASB) No. A6208, Revision
2, dated July 7, 1995, and the following
schedule:

(1) For disks coated with PW110
Aluminide (AL), and for disks with unknown
coating or plating, as follows:

(i) Initially inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, 11 years since new or
since last recoat or replate, or 24 months after
the effective date of this AD, whichever
occurs later.

(ii) Thereafter, inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, at intervals not to
exceed 11 years since new or last coating, if
AL protective coating is applied, or not to
exceed 13 years since new or last plating, if
Nickel Cadmium (NI–CAD) plating is
applied.

(2) For disks plated with NI–CAD, as
follows:

(i) Initially inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, 13 years since new or
since last replate, or 24 months after the
effective date of this AD, whichever occurs
later.

(ii) Thereafter, inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, at intervals not to
exceed 11 years since new or last coating, if
AL protective coating is applied, or not to
exceed 13 years since new or last plating, if
NI–CAD plating is applied.

(3) For disks with unknown history and
unknown coating or plating, as follows:

(i) Initially inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, 24 months after the
effective date of this AD.

(ii) Thereafter, inspect, recoat or replate, or
replace as necessary, at intervals not to
exceed 11 years since new or last coating, if

AL protective coating is applied, or not to
exceed 13 years since new or last plating, if
NI–CAD plating is applied.

(b) An alternative method of compliance or
adjustment of the compliance time that
provides an acceptable level of safety may be
used if approved by the Manager, Engine
Certification Office. The request should be
forwarded through an appropriate FAA
Principal Maintenance Inspector, who may
add comments and then send it to the
Manager, Engine Certification Office.

Note: Information concerning the existence
of approved alternative methods of
compliance with this airworthiness directive,
if any, may be obtained from the Engine
Certification Office.

(c) Special flight permits may be issued in
accordance with sections 21.197 and 21.199
of the Federal Aviation Regulations (14 CFR
21.197 and 21.199) to operate the aircraft to
a location where the requirements of this AD
can be accomplished.

Issued in Burlington, Massachusetts, on
October 18, 1995.
Jay J. Pardee,
Manager, Engine and Propeller Directorate,
Aircraft Certification Service.
[FR Doc. 95–26942 Filed 10–30–95; 8:45 am]
BILLING CODE 4910–13–U

DEPARTMENT OF LABOR

Employment and Training
Administration

20 CFR Part 655

RIN 1205–AA89

Wage and Hour Division

29 CFR Part 507

RIN 1215–AA69

Labor Condition Applications and
Requirements for Employers Using
Nonimmigrants on H–1B Visas in
Specialty Occupations and as Fashion
Models

AGENCIES: Employment and Training
Administration, Labor; and Wage and
Hour Division, Employment Standards
Administration, Labor.
ACTION: Proposed rule.

SUMMARY: This rule is being proposed to
obtain comments on certain provisions
of the Department’s Final Rule
implementing provisions of the
Immigration and Nationality Act (INA)
as it relates to the temporary
employment in the Untied States
(‘‘U.S.’’) of nonimmigrants admitted
under H–1B visas.
DATES: Public comments are invited.
Comments shall be received by
November 30, 1995 in order to expedite
the Department’s ability to provide

additional guidance through issuance of
a final rule.
ADDRESSES: Comments may be mailed to
John R. Fraser, Deputy Administrator,
200 Constitution Ave., NW., Room
S3510, Washington, DC 20210.
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT:
On 20 CFR part 655, subpart H, and 29
CFR part 507, subpart H, contact Flora
T. Richardson, Chief, Division of
Foreign Labor Certifications, U.S.
Employment Service, Employment and
Training Administration, Department of
Labor, Room N–4456, 200 Constitution
Avenue, NW., Washington, DC 20210.
Telephone: (202) 219–5263 (this is not
a toll-free number).

On 20 CFR part 655, subpart I, and 29
CFR part 507, subpart I, contact Thomas
Shierling, Office of Enforcement Policy,
Immigration Team, Wage and Hour
Division, Employment Standards
Administration, Department of Labor,
Room S–3510, 200 Constitution Avenue,
NW., Washington, DC 20210.
Telephone: (202) 219–7605 (this is not
a toll-free number).

SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION:

I. Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995
As discussed above, this Proposed

Rule is a republication for notice and
comment of various provisions
published in the Final Rule. It is also
proposed that § lll.731(b)(1) be
revised to require less recordkeeping
than had been required in the Final
Rule. Reporting and recordkeeping
requirements contained in the
regulations have been submitted for
review to the Office of Management and
Budget under Section 3507(d) of the
Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995.

Title: Wage recordkeeping
requirements applicable to employers of
H–1B nonimmigrants.

Summary: This Proposed Rule
requires that employers document an
objective actual wage system to be
applied to H–1B nonimmigrants and
U.S. workers. it also requires that
employers keep payroll records for non-
FLSA exempt H–1B workers and other
employees for the specific employment
in question.

Need: The statute requires that the
employer pay H–1B nonimmigrants the
higher of the actual or prevailing wage.
In order to determine whether the
employer is paying the required wage,
the Department requires an employer to
have and document an objective wage
system used to determine the wages of
non-H–1B workers. The Department
also believes that it is essential to
require the employer to maintain
payroll records for the employer’s
employees in the specific employment
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